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Honorable Robert Duber II, Judge 

 

AFFIRMED 

       

 

Emily Danies     Tucson 

       Attorney for Appellant   

      

 

E C K E R S T R O M, Presiding Judge. 

 

 

¶1 Following a jury trial conducted in his absence, Jaime Martinez was 

convicted of possession of a dangerous drug, possession of a dangerous drug for sale, two 

counts of possession of drug paraphernalia, and use of a building for the sale of a 

dangerous drug.  The trial court sentenced Martinez to enhanced, concurrent, presumptive 
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terms of imprisonment, the longest of which was ten years.  Martinez appealed, and 

counsel has filed a brief in compliance with Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), 

and State v. Clark, 196 Ariz. 530, 2 P.3d 89 (App. 1999), avowing she has reviewed the 

record and found “[n]o arguable question of law” to raise on appeal.  She asks this court 

to review the record for fundamental error.  Martinez has not filed a supplement brief. 

¶2 Pursuant to our obligation under Anders, we have reviewed the entire 

record and found no error warranting reversal.  Viewed in the light most favorable to 

sustaining the jury’s verdicts, see State v. Tamplin, 195 Ariz. 246, ¶ 2, 986 P.2d 914, 914 

(App. 1999), the evidence was sufficient to support Martinez’s convictions, and the trial 

court imposed sentences within the statutory ranges established for the offenses.  Thus, 

we affirm Martinez’s convictions and sentences. 

 

 

 /s/ Peter J. Eckerstrom                  

   PETER J. ECKERSTROM, Presiding Judge 

 

CONCURRING: 

 

 

/s/ J. William Brammer, Jr.        
J. WILLIAM BRAMMER, JR., Judge 

 

 

/s/ Garye L. Vásquez                    

GARYE L. VÁSQUEZ, Judge 


